Large amounts of money and significant time and effort are spent on producing rehabilitation research every year. While these resources have contributed to profound advances in rehabilitation, the overall outcomes of the produced research volume are unknown. We still lack a quantification of the added value gained from all of the resources invested in rehabilitation research. In this editorial, we challenge the assumption that research and development without measured outcomes are a good investment. To do this, we must first define inputs, processing, outputs, and outcomes.
Weiss highlighted three strong benefits of monitoring and measuring outcomes in assessing the effect of medical research efforts. First, measuring outcomes provides a clear and meaningful message regarding the return on investment to funding sources. Second, these outcome assessments serve as a compass to keep research efforts on the right track. Third, the description of research progress in the language of end results highlights the societal good of medical research [1] .
Research outputs are often tangible and thus can be measure objectively. Research outcomes are often more difficult to measure and are typically measured subjectively; therefore, rehabilitation researchers ought to search for new ways, techniques, and approaches to measure outcomes [2] . Researchers have the responsibility to plan for their outcomes and should identify areas in which their research projects can produce value.
The world is entering a new era of knowledge and competitiveness, and without a shift in focus, rehabilitation researchers will have little incentive to investigate beyond the outputs of their studies and less understanding of the specific area in which they can help in the application of their work.
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